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Oakman School PTA
Edith Kison
Legislative Chairperson
Dearborn, MI 48126

March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA
to voice our opposition to the current v-chip rating system.

The current rating system symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficent information about CONTENT of the program to
help us to decide as parents what is appropriate TV viewing for
our children.

As we see it, is is undesirable to have the TV industry alone
interpret what is best for our children. We would much rather
make those decisions ourselfs based on a program guide th.t
in short would describe the programs CONTENT.

We would like a rating system approved by the FCC that is
evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of the parents.

Thank you so much for the opportunity to comment on an issue
that is so important to children and families.

Fdith Kison
Legislative Chairperson
Oakman PTA
Dearborn, Michigan

cc: Joan Dykstra, President National PTA

o
No. of Copies rec'd'-- _
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

R.E:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writine; on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be enluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

oNo. of C9Pies rec'd
Ust ABCOE '----



,SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
191 <) M Street N. W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKETFf,! r CO
' ;~L: I pyORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 . ,6 COLl~

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and th~SA-- ~(~o~~uncil,dis-

trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV lzating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide suthcient content information so that parents can make decisions

about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. M<~or surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S, News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. P:1rents do not WJnt the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad ennll(Y), ,.h, •.

one rating system;

'.: ,";;vW parents to receive more than

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear m'ore frequently during the course of a program;

• Tlut the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

o

Sincerely, {~()~ ~
Your Nanl;;f~\J.VIfVl>1 Von 1(0.
Town, StaterifLe I jvf0. ,,2n!lf

1nonl-f-ili~\
fn \P eJJ~
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SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington. DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKF;Ff! c:
L.. I,LL COpyORIGINAL

Sincerely,

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, 00·January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranuning for their children. Major
surveys released this fiill, conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content infonnation. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language); An..., ~ b I ~'- r1:Hr~ ~I.4.Jd q~() inJi~
ie.ve..l 0+ ittbsrt.e. .5ctc.J.. "1.$_ IlQJe.cA'&'c>y\qJ"~ \\#t!Jjwe..Kf' 6Y"1'f,fJ;c:f~.sp~~ (~r~ V 0 5 ~
re. ~ _ ;1"-'.s~ .. \I\cL~ oee..Q.s\~ V'O\~l-.cl-+·t'e'~""""c. ...-s~v-Go.t ~~ J

• The~C~ V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system; }

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No, of Copies rec'd,_O _
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SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Connnissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

BE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKETF[ECOPYOmGWAL

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on·January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content

information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content infonnation. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity~ comment on an issue so important to children and familiel.-<lo. of Copies rec'd:--O__
ListABCOE

SinceJi ly,



SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta. Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissionen
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office ofthe Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34 '

Dear Chairman Hundt aDd Commissioners:

UOCI([T FI; FrnDV nRIGINAL'",,"1 I U I ,

I am writing La voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system u prescatod by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranuning for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choic;es themselves based on program content infonnation. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



SOOO Timber Ridge:: Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing ro voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 19%. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content infonnation about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it meets the needs
ofparents.



SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing La voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranuning for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutoI)' requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content infonnation about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families. 0
No. of Copies rec'd~~_
ListABCOE



SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

DOCKETFILE COpy OH!GINAL

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing ro voice my opposition to the vooehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, onJanuary 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a Vooehip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No, of Copies rec'd.__O__
IJItA8COE
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March 11)97

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Fl'dnal Communications CommissIOn
1919 M Street N. W., Iloom 222

W;lshington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

OOCKET FILE COPY ORIG!NAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I Jm (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA Jnd the...~.~YL PrsA (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, (:hair of the TV Rating ImplementJt'ion Group, on JanuJry 17. 1997. The rating symbol on
thl'TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about wh.lt is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demOnstLlte overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the corltl'nt of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and 11lorld Rlport, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret whJt is best for their chil
dren. ParL'!ltS want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
AllY r.ltilli; ~y~tt:lIl without content dncriptiollS Oil till' screen Jnd ruhliciud in periodicds that Llfry
TV scheduling is lIseless,

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
rcquin:mcnts of the Telecommunications Act of !tJY(), I (we) do not believe this system docs so and
ask that tlll' FCC not approve the industry rating system, Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the f~CC

should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for viulclICC), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one ratlJlg system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear 1110re frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That allY rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it Ineets the needs of parents.

Thank you fi)r this opportunity to comment on an issue so important co children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd._-'U"-__
List ASCOE



EL PUENTE COMMUNITY SCHOOL PTSA
402 Famel Road, Suite M

Santa Maria, CA 93454
(805) 928-0698

HI Pru1tle •••• "T/u Britlge"
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March 12, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the El Puente North PTSA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about t..~e program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system; 0

No. ot Cop~~s rec'd_--
UstABCDE



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Page 2

March 12, 1997

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sin,rely, ----

/~" ~(//cwk~M JL _~
thryn Terry, President ~

El Puente North PTSA
Santa Maria, California



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKETFILE C(IPYQDI
...1 tuGINAL

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rockville Centre PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course at
a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents, and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

.~ ,---
/ r '-- <..-------.

BARBARA JABER, PTA PRESIDENT

No. of C9pies rec'd.__O__
UstABCOE
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March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners _
c/o Federal Communications Commission.,. .

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20664

RE: - CS Docket No. 97-66, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners,

DQCKETFi'E
fL COPy

ORIGINAL

As a specialist for the Montana PTA Regi9n 3 and a member of the
National PTA and our local Boulder Avenue Elementary PTA, I am
writing to urge your opposition to the v-chip rating system as it is
currently being proposed by Jack Valenti and tpe TV Rating

, Implementation Group. Surveys conducted by the National PTA and
other groups have concurred with my belief that parents need to have
more information about television program content so that they can make
effective decisions about their children's television viewing. This
information needs to be readily available before programs are aired.

Without such information; my husband and I have had to. make a: more
blanket decision to allow our children to only watch children's
programming on the public broadcasting channel, select educational
shows on such channels as Discovery and video~ that we rent or
purchase for them. Content information should include. sexual depiction,
nudity, language and violence.

\ Furthermore, I believe that the rating system should be created,
evei'luated and monitored by a board independent of the television
industry and with membership that includes parents.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

J2/1u~c1&7JU&~/-----
. Sherri Cornett
Billings, Montana

oNo. of Copies rec'd!-- _
UstABCOE



C/O Fedcral Conmunications ConInission

1'/19 M Street N.W., Room 222

W<,>"hington, DC 20554

DC'ar Chai rman Hundt and Corrrni s;; ,(mel's:

RI' CS [)ocket No. 97-55, Fcx.: 97--14
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l .... ~~ )'
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: .m: .vI' i t i ng on bellal J of the Nell ional PTA and the West Vi rginia PTA to voice my

-\)f")S i 1 i on to the v-chip rat ing system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the

TV Rati ng Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV screen does not prov ide suff icient content information so that parents can

m(~',e decisions about what is ar:)ropriate TV prograrrrning for their children.

M;,jor surveys re leased this fall .. hich demons trate overwhelming parent preference

f(>[" a rating system that gives (. "ents information about the content of programs

wc.econductedby the National Pt'A, U.S. NewsandWorldi:eport, and Media Studies

C( -I t.erjl(oper. Parents do not wan t. the TV industry to ir terpret what is best for

tl.,j I' <:Ilj Idl'C'n. l'a["(~llts want l<. Hlake those choices thenselves based on content

,i,f<>·'IIl'lt.ioll al)()ut t.he program. AllY rat.ing syst.ern wi t.hiH.ll content descriptions

" ,'W S<'T('C'n and publ icizc:d in i.cr-indicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

Thl~ FCC, by law, is required to "etermine whether the industry's rating system

lId::' met. statutory requirements uf the Telecommunicatic:1s Act of 1996. I do not

be I i eve t.1l is system does so and ;,:k that the FCC not aptY'ove the industry rating

system. Instead, I request the '01 Lowing:

)( That under no circumstance'; should the FCCapprov( the industry's rating

:;ys tem. Further, the FCC ~ r~0uld accept no ra tlng system that does not

i lIelude content Informatio.iabout programs such as V(for violence), S(for

.
•

:,;('xuc.d depiction and nudi ty) and L( for language); oNo. of Copies rec'd!...-__-
l.iat ABCDE



" 11.,11 I Ill' hl rcqui re a V (',ip Ll<lIId LJroad CllOUgl1 LhlL would ulJow [J<'.H'(,

l( Tha t the rat ing icon on tl,,~ TV screen be made la, 'ser, more prominentlY

placed on the screen, and dppear more frec/lwntly during the course of a

program;

l( That the rating board be independent of the indusuy and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

l( TlmL allY raLing sysLem api,roved by the t:CC be evaluated by independent

r-f'sear'ch to determine if j t mee ts the needs of parents.

Th:'Ulk you for thi S opportuni ty t,.) corrment on an i s~~ue ~;J important to chi ldren

al,d families.

.,



BERLIN TOWNSHIP PTA
235 GROVE AVENUE

WEST BERLIN,NJ 08091
609-767-0203

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Berlin Township PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language.)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program~

No. of Copies recJd~O:=;...-__
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• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the f'CC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, J~
--1'~t.~
Mary E. Tfout
President, Berlin Twp. PTA
Berlin Township, NJ



M" I'd \ 10, I 'Ie)?

Chai rman I<('pd Hundt and FCC Corrl",issi.oners

.jo Federal Cotmlunications Com-.lission

\"1 1 M Street N.W., Room 222

sexual dC'plction and nudi t:,) and L(for language);

Wii.~hington, IX 20554

D(';.\r Chairman Hundt and Conmissioners;

RL; CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97'!-4

J lUI WI' i t i ng on behalf of the National PTA and the West \. irginia PTA to voice my

orposi t ion to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the

TV Rat ing Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

> ~,creen does not prov ide suff icient content informa don so that parents can

n.;:"!: ded s ions about what is appropr iate TV prograrmli ng for their children.

Ma jar surveys released this fall ",hich demonstrate overwhelming parent preference

fer a rating system that gives pLrents information abouT. the content of programs

were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and Wor Id ll,eport, and Media Studies

Center/Roper. Parents do not w<.,. \t the TV industry to interpret what is best for

tLei I' chi Idrcll. Purents want t,) l'lake those choices thcnselves based on content

information about the program. I\ny rating sysl.emwitlv>ul. content descriptions

on \\\(' ,:('rl'('n ;\I\(i publ iciz('d in p<'riodicals tha\. carry lV scheduling is useless.

'~1' ICC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system

I, •. e, lIl"t st<ltutory requirements ()f the Telecotmlunications Act of 1996. I do not

be ~ ieve thi s system does so and a::;k that the FCC not approve the industry rating

sy:·~tern, Instead, I request the'ollowing;

* That under no circumstance' should the FCC approvf', the industry's rating

sys tern. Further f the FCC sdould accept no rating system that does not

inc! ude content informatioi·, about programs such a.'; V( for violence) f S( for

No. of Copies rec'd._O_' _
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K That the FCC require u V-chip band broad enough that would allow parentI:>

In recC'iv(' mor0 than one r',tinp; system;

K That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and ~lppear more frequently during the course of a

program;

K That the ['ating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

K That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thqnk you for this opportuni ty to corrment on an issue so important to children

ard fami 1ies.

,,
•
i
~

"



( '1-" i 1'111.111 1':( '( '<I Ilulld l. and r'cc: COllI I i ~; s i Olle' r s

(;;) I-'cderal Conmunications Comllission

\')J9 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, IX 20554

Dr'ar Chai rman Hundt and Conmi ss~oners:

~'E: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97- 34

I am wri ting on behalf of the National PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my

opposi tion to the v-chip rating ;,;ystem as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the

TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV :·:creen does not prov ide suff; cient content informction so that parents can

m"Ke decisions about what is api>ropriate TV prograrrming for their children.

Major ~·;urv(~ys released this fall which demonstrate overv!helming parent preference

I( r a rating system that gives parents information abou _ the content of programs

we','e conducted by the National P1A, U. S. News and Wor ld F~eport, and Media Studies

(,<;:nler/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for

l,:. r chi ldrell. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content

i cd ormat ion a.bout the program. Any rating system wi thdut content descr iptions

on tli(' sCI'pen and publ icized in reriodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

Tll'c FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system

has met statut.ory requirements 'I; the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not

be I ieve this sys tem does so and i\c'k that the FCC not approve the industry rating

sy··;I('ClI. Instead, I request the following:

)( That under no ci rcumstancc:,·; should the FCC approvr' the industry' s rating

sys tern. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not

. .".

inc! ude content information about programs such as V( for violence) , S( for

sexual depict ion and nudi t -,) and L( for language):. oNo. of Copies rec'd _
ListABCOE



• nIdi 11)(' ('(C I'cqui I'C a V chip lJalld bl'oad cnough lhat would allow par'ents

to ['('CC';Vf' more than one rlti'lR system;

l( That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a

program;

l( That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

l( That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportuni ty to corrrnent on an issue so important to chi Idren

UI ',~ famil i es.

Sincerely,

,,,
I

•
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DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing to voice our opposition to the V-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/ Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:
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• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more that one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the
FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Crystal Lake Elementary PTA

Stuart, Florida


